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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )0 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 June 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^] Claim(s) 1-37 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) that are not listed in item 6 below is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6M Claim(s) 1-7. 9-12, 14-23. 25-29 and 32-37 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)E3 The drawing(s) filed on of record is/are: a)D accepted or b)K objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) M Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTCM1 3) 

2) CD Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) _ Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) S Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) d Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date of record . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election of Species II in the reply filed on 6/22/06 is acknowledged. Because 
applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the supposed errors in the restriction 
requirement, the election has been treated as an election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

Specification 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

3. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract does not describe a 
method of interconnecting cables sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need 
for consulting the full patent text for details. A new abstract of the disclosure is required and 
must be presented on a separate sheet, apart from any other text. 

Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Drawings 

4. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the limitation "(a) a first cable on one 
side of the opening in the panel to a second cable on an opposite side of the opening; and (b) . . ." 
(claim 18, lines 3-7) must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter 
should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
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even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 3, 13, 30, 18-22, 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 3, line 1, for example: "attaching . . " lacks antecedent basis. Insert -said — before 
"attaching". There are numerous occurances of lacking "said". 

Claims 13 and 30: it is confusing to attach the first cable to the support member in step c 
and performing the same step again in step a. 

Claim 18, line 7: "the cover" lacks antecedent basis. 

Claim 26: what is "electrical cables". 



Application/Control Number: 10/738,342 
Art Unit: 3729 



Page 4 



Claims are ambiguous and competitors would be unable to discern the bounds of the 
invention. 

NOTE: No art rejections have been applied to the claims 13 and 30 since there are a great 
deal of confusion and uncertainty as to the proper interpretation of the limitations of claims. 
Therefore, it would not be proper to reject such claims on the basis of prior art. See MPEP 
2173.06. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-7, 9-12, 14-23, 25-29 and 32-37 areXrejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over D. E. Protzmann (US 3,159,446). 

Protzmann discloses a panel (15), a first cable (19 with 18 or wires from the behind 15 
attached to the electrical outlet using screws in Fig. 2 depending on the how the claims are 
directed to their relative positions or relationship with other structural elements), a second cable 
(19 with 18 or wires from the behind 15 attached to the electrical outlet using screws in Fig. 2 
depending on the how the claims are directed to their relative positions or relationship with other 
structural elements), a support member (electrical outlet with conductors therein), a plate 25, 25a 
is an offset portion, one of the first cables is electrical communication with one of the second 
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cables, 12 is a first member with openings to accommodate the first cable, connectors are inside 
the electrical outlet, Fig. 2 shows maintaining step, 21 is a bracket integral. 

Protzmann fails to disclose the limitations in claim 12 and an aircraft as the mobile 
platform. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art as a matter of design to 
connect the electrical outlet after making all the cables first or after or various different ways as a 
matter of preference, as long as the circuit breaker feeding the juice to the electrical outlet is 
turned off before connecting electrical cables to prevent electrical shock. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been an obvious matter of design 
choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art to provide interconnecting cables to an aircraft 
because a 747 airliner requires electrical outlets to run appliances such as a coffee pot, a mixer, 
etc. 

Conclusion 

9. Please provide reference numerals (either in parentheses next to the claimed 
limitation or in a table format with one column listing the claimed limitation and another 
column listing corresponding reference numerals in the remark section of the response to 
the Office Action) to all the claimed limitations as well as support in the disclosure for 
better clarity (optional). Applicants are duly reminded that a full and proper response to 
this Office Action that includes any amendment to the claims and specification of the 
application as originally filed requires that the applicant point out the support for any 
amendment made to the disclosure, including the claims. See 37 CFR 1.111 and MPEP 
2163.06. 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rick K. Chang whose telephone number is (571) 272-4564. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 5:30 AM to 1 : 30 PM, Monday through Thursday. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are (571) 273-8300 for regular communications and (571) 273-8300 for After Final 
communications. 




RC 

August 25, 2006 
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